In this paper we use custom tabulations from the 1991 Census for Greater Vancouver to compare the settlement experience of immigrants with ethnic origins in Europe (the 'traditional' stream) and outside Europe (the 'non-traditional' stream). In particular we analyze the extent to which assimilation or cultural pluralism best describe the differential experience of the two groups. Assimilation is measured according to the degree to which either group moves toward the characteristics of the native-born population, while cultural pluralism is assessed from profiles of residential concentration, employment segmentation, mother-tongue retention and ethnic in-marriage. To add a dynamic component, traditional and non-traditional ethnicities are divided into three cohorts according to their length of residence in Canada. We also assess the extent to which assimilation or cultural pluralism is associated with social exclusion, that is, marginalization in terms of economic and educational achievement. Many trends emerge from the complex inter-correlations between these sets of variables. In general we find that assimilation best describes the experience of both groupings, though it is much slower for non-European immigrants and ethnicities, where cultural pluralism survives appreciably beyond the first generation. Cultural pluralism is associated with economic marginality for both groups in their first decade in Canada, though more profoundly for non-European immigrants in terms of personal income. However, labour power is substituted for human capital and household incomes among non-traditional ethnicities exceed those of European-origin groups after a decade of residence. In contrast there is some evidence that for the European-origin native-born, some ethnic separation remains and is associated with economic privilege. In general with length of residence, the relationship between variables becomes more ordered, and education emerges as a structuring effect in shaping economic outcomes. In the early years of immigration, in contrast, education has very little predictive power in terms of economic achievement.
harmonization of 'equality' and 'difference' is a far from trivial undertaking (Taylor 1994 , Smith 2000 .
In this paper, we seek to investigate these issues empirically by a focused examination of how indicators of immigrant settlement, such as residential concentration and mother tongue use, have evolved over time, given the immense changes in immigration policy, the cultural composition of immigrants arriving in Canada, and the political/legal climate of multiculturalism. We compare the characteristics of traditional (i.e. European-origin) and non-traditional immigrants in the Greater Vancouver area. 1 We ask whether European and non-European ethnic groups, especially those associated with large numbers of new immigrants, are distinct and separate from the 'mainstream,' or whether they are becoming indistinguishable from it. Moreover, if there are groups that are socio-culturally apart (whether through choice or as the result of discrimination), do they face economic penalties, or is Canada developing into a society where groups are culturally different but also economically equal? Our data are drawn from custom tabulations of the 1991
Census of Canada.
Studies of Social Isolation: The Assimilationist Legacy
There is a long history of research that investigates the degree of isolation between social groups in the city, originating in the pioneering efforts of the Chicago School of urban sociology. Robert Park, his Canadian colleague, Ernest Burgess, and their many students conceptualized a tight relationship between social and physical distance. They believed that the most meaningful forms of social interaction take place in local, everyday settings, and that groups separated by distance scarcely know each other. Their work was cast in the logic of assimilation, and they asserted that the 1 By the term 'traditional' we imply European origins coinciding with Canada's historic selfrecognition. We hope to broaden this study to include other major centres of immigrant reception besides Vancouver, and also to address more recent data as special tabulation of the 1996 census become available. Note that this study builds on our previous work, on the evolving geography of immigrant settlement (Hiebert 1999a ) and the socio-cultural separateness and economic participation of immigrants in Greater Vancouver (Ley 1999 ).
level of social assimilation for any minority group (its economic, political, and cultural membership in American society) was matched by its degree of spatial assimilation, that is, its tendency to live in mixed-ethnic neighbourhoods. Peach (2000) has succinctly stated the inverse relationship between residential segregation and social assimilation …The more residentially isolated a group, the more its interaction will be with its own members, the more its language and culture will be imprinted on new members born into the group, the more marriage will be to members of the group, the more its values will become the taken-for-granted way of doing things.
These basic ideas motivated literally decades of empirical study, first in
Chicago and then elsewhere in immigrant-reception societies (for example, Duncan and Lieberson 1959; Peach 1975; Massey and Denton 1993; Hiebert 2000) .
During the 1950s and 1960s statistical analysis was added to this work.
Whereas the Chicago sociologists counted, mapped, and described, the postwar generation of researchers adopted statistical methods, mainly developed in the biological sciences, to ascertain, with a greater degree of precision, the degree of spatial distance between groups. Duncan and Duncan (1955a) advocated the use of the Index of Dissimilarity, first using it to study the degree of intermingling/isolation of occupational groups (1955b), and later ethnic groups (Duncan and Lieberson 1959) . Their work was based on census data and showed that Northwestern European groups had, by 1930, distributed themselves across the neighbourhoods of Chicago.
In contrast, Southern and Eastern European groups continued to be concentrated in ethnic enclaves between 1930 and 1950, though this tendency had dissipated a little over the twenty-year period. They concluded that the former groups had fully assimilated to American culture while the latter were beginning the same, inevitable, process.
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Since the 1950s, many scholars continued to use the assimilation paradigm, adjusting and refining it in various ways. For example, problems associated with 2 Interestingly, they added a section on 'The Negro' at the end of their paper, but found it difficult to fit African-Americans into their conceptual framework-and called for additional research.
segregation indices were explored, especially the fact that they are scale-dependent.
The concept of assimilation was elaborated as analysts realized that some groups adopted American culture ('behavioural assimilation') and achieved economic advancement ('structural assimilation'), while other groups remained distinct on one or both of these dimensions (Boal 1976) . The fact that some groups did not readily assimilate caused researchers to question the implicit assumption that it is an inevitable process (Gordon 1964) , which led to a renewed appreciation of the positive features of ethnic residential enclaves. More attention was also paid to the causes of separateness, and it was noted that oppressed groups, especially African-Americans, are isolated from mainstream White culture due to racist barriers, while other groups deliberately choose to create separate social and economic worlds (Philpott 1978) .
Synthesizing this interpretation, Peach (1996) reminds us that segregation can be a marginalizing or empowering force, depending on the circumstances.
Clark's (1998) recent work offers a state-of-the art assimilationist perspective on the changing social position of immigrant groups in California. In a comprehensive study, he examines a wide variety of dimensions-home ownership, educational attainment, income and poverty rates, English language acquisition, residential segregation, naturalization, and inter-marriage-to gauge the degree of assimilation vs. separateness of immigrant groups. After careful analysis, he concludes that Asian immigrants are joining the American mainstream more rapidly than their Latin American counterparts. Given his perspective, he finds this trend disturbing and makes a number of policy recommendations designed to accelerate the socio-economic mobility of Hispanic groups. He also speculates that emerging multicultural institutions may be impeding assimilation and, in essence, preventing people from achieving upward economic mobility.
While studies of segregation/isolation and assimilation were being refined, other scholars began to question the assumptions behind this type of research. First and foremost, they argued that by uncritically adopting census categories such as ethnic and racial classification systems, work was reproducing the invidious distinction that people can be divided into discrete races or ethnic groups that are 'naturally' different (Smith 1989) . Ethnic identity at the point of immigration is being essentialized according to this argument, permitting minorities no identity other than that of the hyphenated Canadian (cf. Bissoondath 1994) . Also, segregation studies rarely consider issues of power, and tend to be written from the perspective of an imputed mainstream white society, while implying that socially/spatially isolated groups are somehow at fault (Sibley 1995) . Finally, many believe, as already noted, that the expectation of assimilation is outmoded in a multicultural age, and that studies of social isolation are therefore misplaced both politically and intellectually.
While we acknowledge these criticisms, we employ, in this study, methods typically used by researchers who frame their work in an assimilationist perspective, such as segregation indices and other measures of social distance between groups.
However, we do this not out of an expectation that assimilation is inevitable, nor perhaps even desirable, but to investigate the relationship between social isolation and socio-economic exclusion. If Canadian society embraces multiculturalism but economic penalties exist for minority groups that maintain a social distance from the mainstream, then there is an unfortunate gap between rhetoric and reality. We therefore borrow the methods rather than the purpose of assimilationist research.
A number of previous studies have examined various aspects of the variables we are concerned with here. There is a long tradition of research on Canadian ethnic residential patterns, exploring the relationship between a group's level of concentration and its institutional structure. A conclusion has been that minority groups living in close proximity are associated with elaborate socio-cultural institutions (Driedger and Church 1974) . Researchers have also been preoccupied with the causes of ethnic concentration and segregation. Gradually, a consensus has emerged that these patterns reflect a combination of three factors-socio-economic differences between groups, cultural preferences, and discrimination-and that the particular interaction of these is specific to each group and urban area (Hou and Balakrishnan 1996 , Ray 1998 , Kazemipur and Halli 1999 . Some, notably Darroch and Marston (1987) , have interpreted residential concentration as a positive sign that pluralism is flourishing. This view is complicated as European groups are generally more dispersed than visible minorities (Ray 1998 , Hiebert 1999a ),
prompting Balakrishnan and Kralt (1987) to speculate that concentration among European ethnic groups is largely a function of preference, while non-European groups congregate in specific neighbourhoods as a response to discrimination.
Studies of the ethnic division of labour in Canada have found similar tendencies. First, there is much variation in the occupational distribution of different groups: some are spread relatively evenly across the labour market while others are clustered in a more limited range of jobs (Hiebert 1999b) . Again, and with some exceptions, there is clear evidence that European groups are more likely to be in the former category while visible minorities are generally found in the latter, a pattern that is especially apparent for women (Boyd 1984; Reitz 1990; Preston and Giles 1997) . Until the late 1980s, Europeans held the vast majority of occupations usually seen as more desirable-those associated with high educational requirements and better working conditions and levels of remuneration. However, as the nature of Canada's immigration system became more complex, this straightforward European/non-European dichotomy has become somewhat less clear. Studies exploring census data from the 1990s have shown that recent immigrants, mainly from non-European countries, now occupy a significant number of managerial, professional, and scientific jobs, although they continue to be disproportionately found in poorly-paid jobs as well. Given these labour market patterns, the gap in incomes between individuals of European descent and visible minorities has shrunk over the past 20 or so years, but it remains significant (Pendakur and Pendakur 1997a; Reitz 1998 ).
In addition to these studies of incomes among ethnic and immigrant groups, their residential location, and their labour market segmentation, researchers have investigated educational attainment (e.g., Simmons and Plaza 1998, Pendakur 2000) , the degree of ethnic intermarriage (e.g., Goldstein and Segall 1985) , and the language attributes (e.g., Pendakur and Pendakur 1997b; Akbari 1999; Shauf 1999) of ethnic groups in Canada. In fact, all of the dimensions of separateness vs. integration that we examine here have been analyzed in previous work. However, we are not aware of any research that has sought-as we do in this paper-to synthesize these elements, to see, for example, whether groups that are relatively isolated in space are similarly positioned in the labour market, and how these are both associated with educational attainment, ethnic homogeneity, and household structure. 3 We believe that by bringing these measures of socio-spatial distance together, and linking them with the theme of economic disadvantage, we will add an important element to an understanding of the positioning of ethnic and immigrant groups in Canadian society.
Data and Methodology
Clearly we are dealing with a complex set of relationships, and we approach them by analyzing special tabulations of 1991 census data. Most of our data are derived from a large European or non-European ancestry (for this reason we excluded the amorphous category "Canadian"). 5 We included all 12 European-origin groups with at least 1,000
(single-origin) people in the sample, and all 9 non-European groups with at least 800 people.
• Education: this variable is specified simply as the proportion of individuals over the age of 15 in each group that has not completed high school.
• Language: we computed the percentage of households in each group that uses one of Canada's official languages in their everyday home life. Overwhelmingly, the particular language used was English.
• Size of household: for each ethnic group, this is the average number of persons in private households.
• Residential segregation: we computed, for each ethnic group, an Index of Segregation based on the distribution of the group across the 300 census tracts of Greater Vancouver. The index ranges from a value of 0, which indicates that the group in question has exactly the same residential distribution as the rest of the population, to 100, which indicates that the group in question is completely isolated from the rest of the population. Typically, groups are considered concentrated in space when their index value reaches 30, and segregated when it is over 60.
• Occupational segmentation: we computed the same index, but this time across 57 occupations. As before, an index value of 0 means that the group in question has exactly the same occupational profile as the rest of the population, and a value of 100 would mean that the group is completely segmented into one or more occupations that it holds exclusively (i.e., it is completely separate from all other groups). Note that whenever the occupational variable is included in an analysis, only those individuals in the labour force are included, reducing the total sample size by about 30 percent.
• • Income: we use three basic measures of 1990 total income: 1) the average income for all individuals for each of the 21 ethnic groups who received some income in that year; 2) the average income of all households in each ethnic group; and 3) the proportion of the households in each group that fell below Statistics Canada's Low Income Cutoff.
Throughout the analysis, we divide the total population into three sub-groups:
non-immigrants-people who were born in Canada; immigrants who landed in Canada prior to 1981 ('settled' immigrants); and immigrants who arrived between 1981 and 1991 ('recent' immigrants).
Given our primary goal of surveying the experiences of traditional (European) and non-traditional (non-European) immigrant groups, we begin by examining the differences between these groups for all of the above variables. We then turn to a more intricate examination of the interrelationship between the variables for different sub-groups; that is, we look at the ensemble of measures of separateness/sameness for immigrants who have arrived in the two different periods and also for the nonimmigrant population.
In examining these data, we search for evidence of the various forms of settlement experience identified earlier. We expect to find evidence of assimilation when, on the one hand, immigrants are becoming like the host society and, on the other, when ethnic groups are becoming indistinguishable from each other in terms of the variables included in this study. This would mean, for example, a steady decline in the degree of residential segregation and occupational segmentation, the shrinking use of a non-official language in the home, and reduced ethnic homogeneity, when comparing recent immigrants, settled immigrants, and non-immigrants. Similarly, incomes, household size, and levels of educational attainment should be converging between the ethnic groups included here under the assumption of assimilation. We should also expect, when looking at the relationship between the variables, to find certain regularities; that is, incomes should be lowest for groups most distinct from the mainstream (those that are concentrated in certain residential areas and portions of the labour market). In this case, educational attainment should be positively associated with the use of an official language in the home as well as individual and household income, and this cluster of variables should be negatively associated with segregation/segmentation.
Given the methodology employed in this study, it will be difficult to distinguish assimilation from integration, since most of the changes enumerated above would also hold true if integration is taking place. Ascertaining the balance between assimilation and integration would require a more dynamic analysis that spanned several time periods, and that was able to reveal the degree of change in the host society as well as among groups with substantial numbers of immigrants.
The presence of multiculturalism, or pluralism, should be relatively clearly revealed by the data investigated here; it will be distinguished by the resilience of ethnic distinctiveness across the groups surveyed. In particular, we will conclude that pluralism is being maintained when we detect significant differences between Canadian-born ethnic groups (that is, if there is substantial variation in the size of households, ethnic homogeneity, language use, and residential and occupational profiles of Canadian-born ethnic groups). However, as noted earlier, pluralism may or may not be associated with economic equity. In the former case, cultural groups remain distinct, but educational attainment and income levels converge, while in the latter there is an economic penalty for groups that remain different from the mainstream, which should be revealed in the form of lower educational attainment, lower incomes, and higher rates of poverty.
Beyond examining these broad patterns that apply to all groups, we are especially concerned with assessing the possible differences between European and non-European groups. We expect that the trajectory of assimilation/integration/ pluralism may be quite different between people who, on the one hand, tend to share with it, while non-traditional groups feel unwelcome, experience greater difficulties in the labour market, and keep apart. In the worst scenario, non-European minorities would be culturally separate and economically marginalized. We would view this outcome with some concern, for it would suggest the potential for future problems of social justice and cohesion. Ironically, it might also fit the Eurocentric predictions of early-20 th. century critics of immigration, such as Woodsworth, who believed that non-European peoples could not be accommodated within Canada-not, we hasten to add, because they are inferior (as he believed), but because of a biased set of opportunity structures. However, it is also possible that the situation will not be so clear-cut, and that particular ethnic groups within the broad traditional/non-traditional categories may have quite distinct settlement experiences. In this case, we would find a complex mix of assimilation/integration and pluralistic trajectories both between and within the traditional/non-traditional groupings.
Results: Assimilation, Separation and Economic Performance

I. The Total Population
We first considered the pattern of relationships for the total labour force in the Vancouver CMA falling within our population definitions in 1991 (Table 1a) The structure of relationships depicted in Table 1a is of course highly aggregated, with no controls on period of residence in Canada, and with all ethnic backgrounds amalgamated into a common analysis. In terms of the objective of the research to examine differences between "traditional" (i.e. European) and "non-traditional" source regions, a first step is to divide the total population according to these geographical origins. European-origin groups, whether born in Canada or overseas, declared average incomes over $7,000 (or 34 percent) higher than groups with non-European origins (see Appendix). 7 Without standardizing income by time of arrival, this result is not particularly meaningful, but quite striking is the narrowing of the gap to only $1,000 (or 2 percent) when one moves from personal to household income, a point we shall elaborate at length later.
As displayed in the Appendix, linked with European-ethnic origin was a lower average index of residential concentration than with non-European origins (27 vs. These relationships were examined more analytically in a second round of correlations with the data partitioned into 'traditional' and 'non-traditional' ethnic groups (Tables 1b, 1c) . Associations between the variables change, in some cases substantially. Among the 12 European-origin groups, the intercorrelations among the measures of socio-cultural separateness, while still moderate, are overall slightly lower than for the entire population, and a similar loosening of structure is evident for the income variable set (Table 1b) A somewhat different profile emerges among the nine non-European ethnic groups in Vancouver (Table 1c) . Once again there is a considerably looser bonding among the indicators of socio-cultural separateness, though some robust linkages remain, for example between residential concentration and use of a non-official language at home. In contrast the income variables are, if anything, more tightly meshed than for the total population. The relationships between the socio-cultural and income variables return to the direction exhibited in 
II. Non-Immigrants
While the structure of relationships that include the total population is of considerable interest, partitioning the population by region of origin alone does not address the much longer period of residence in Canada of European-origin groups. It is necessary to standardize the analysis by grouping the population into constant time periods, and three historical cohorts were identified: the Canadian-born, immigrants landing before 1981, and recent arrivals, from 1981 to 1991.
Among non-immigrants across all 21 ethnic groups, a rich structure of relationships is sustained among and between income and socio-cultural variables (Table 2a) (Table 2b ), the strength of many relationships in Table 2a is weakened. The educational measure is the hub for the greatest number of moderate and strong linkages, underscoring the propulsive role of educational achievement for Among the nine visible minority ethnic groups born in Canada, some striking differences remain (Table 2c) profile is not sustained, however, in considering personal incomes. These results suggest selective rather than blanket realization of Canadian multiculturalism.
III. Pre-1981 Immigrant Cohort
We next turn our attention to immigrants who in 1991 had been in residence in Canada for at least 10 years. The correlation matrix for the overall population shows an abrupt simplification from the Canadian-born cohort; only seven of the 36 relationships equal or exceed a correlation of 0.50 (Table 3a) , compared with 17 in Table 2a . Residential concentration, a key predictor for non-immigrants and the total population, has a substantial bond with only occupational segmentation. Use of a nonofficial language at home, ethnic in-marriage, and household size form a cluster of Once again partitioning the data into European and non-European origins introduces some departures from the overall trends. First, with European origins, we observe a strengthening of the network of relationships between each of the three clusters and the entry of the education variable as a more significant contributor (Table 3b ). Non-completion of high school is linked with both personal income and use of a non-official language, identifying immigrants of European ethnicity where failure to speak English is associated with poor educational and low economic achievement. Ethnic containment in terms of mother-tongue usage introduces a significant income penalty for longer-established immigrants from Europe.
More structure is apparent among the family of variables for non-European immigrant groups, but the clusters and the relations between them are redefined (Table 3c) when we consider household income, for non-Europeans enjoy an income premium of $6,300 or 12 percent and a lower incidence of households below the poverty line.
An average household size more than 50 percent higher than that of European immigrants enables the collective household income for visible minorities to surge ahead, and ethnic in-marriage also exerts a favourable effect, while residential and occupational segregation once again acts as a break upon economic success. While this statistical result is perfectly compatible with long-established images of the enterprising immigrant family, it does add considerable complexity to economic analyses that typically only examine personal incomes. It suggests too that cultural pluralism is not inconsistent with economic success at the household level.
IV. The 1981-1991 Immigrant Cohort
Our analysis turns finally to the most recent immigrant cohort, those arriving in (Figures 1a, 1j ). This finding bears theoretical and policy importance. The presuppositions of a meritocratic society, with the transparent linkages between education in particular and income we observed in the matrix of the Canadian-born (Table 2a) , are not in evidence in this constellation of weakly related variables. In policy terms we see few significant predictors of economic achievement among recent immigrants for a set of variables that have shown persistent associations with other Canadian populations.
Among the relatively few firm relationships for the entire population of 1981-1991 immigrants, we observe the familiar bonding between segregation and occupational segmentation, with a further linkage between segregation and the surrogate for ethnic in-marriage (Table 4a ). This latter correlation, however, is negative (compare the positive r-value in Tables 1a and 2a), indicating that groups with lower levels of in-marriage are likely to be more spatially segregated, an unexpected outcome. As these are also groups who do not speak an official language at home (r = 0.73) and have larger households (r = 0.70), we have the surprising finding that recent immigrant minorities that scored highly in terms of ethnic cultural retention were also more spatially dispersed in 1991.
While the three indicators of income are intercorrelated for the total population, income is a substantially isolated cluster, for although there are several correlations just below 0.50 none reaches this threshold. Close to this level are negative relationships against mother tongue use and lack of high school education.
Interestingly the highest correlation in Table 4a , (r = 0.77), reveals a strong tie between large families and failure to complete high school. This relationship strengthens our earlier suggestion that large families are substituting labour power for human capital in reaching acceptable household incomes.
Some variation in this dissolving structure exists when we partition the population by region of origin. Among the 12 European-born minorities (Table 4b) For the nine minorities of non-European origin (Table 4c) 
Discussion
It is time now to draw back from the plethora of relationships in the large data sets considered above, and address the more conceptual questions raised at the outset of the paper. We are interested in asking how the results inform the discussion around Within this most general trend toward assimilation, however, there are substantial variations between the 12 traditional and nine non-traditional minority groups. Recent European and non-European groups begin with similar levels of residential concentration and occupational segmentation, but while European-origin levels drop rapidly and after ten years in Canada residential concentration scores are below those for the whole population, for non-European origin groups there is only a small decline on both indicators, even when we consider the Canadian-born, and values continue to exceed the overall population average. In terms of the in-marriage or ethnic homogeneity index, declines do not of course occur for either group until the second and subsequent generations, and even then significant levels of ethnic inmarriage remain, though these are much lower for European-origin minorities, with high scores continuing for visible minorities. In contrast, use of the mother tongue drops off more quickly, and has almost disappeared among the Canadian-born.
Nonetheless among non-Europeans over half of residents settled for more than a decade still used neither English nor French at home. The profile here then is for a lingering pluralism in family ethnic composition beyond the first generation, although mother tongue use steadily declines, a pluralism that is more sustained among non-
Europeans. An important question that cannot be answered by these data is the degree to which ethnic separateness is voluntary or in some senses imposed.
Other characteristics show little variation between traditional and nontraditional minorities after the early years of immigration. Educational performance, in terms of high school completion, converges for the two groups. This is an important outcome, for in a democracy formal education provides the human capital for economic advancement and comparable educational records would lead to the expectation of similar economic achievement. For household size, convergence occurs after the first generation, though this means a marked reduction in household numbers for visible minorities. These characteristics show a welcome tendency toward equalization.
As well as education, economic achievement is a critical test of the presence of structural equality. In line with a number of other studies, our analysis shows a marked improvement for both traditional and non-traditional groups after a decade in residence in Canada (cf. Pendakur and Pendakur 1997a; Ley and Smith 1997; Ruddick 1999 ). However, while personal incomes rise proportionately faster from a low initial base for longer-established visible minorities, they do not reach the level of the metropolitan average, remaining some eight percent below it even after more than There is a further complication in terms of economic equality. Although residential segregation and occupational segmentation in particular were frequently associated with poorer economic performance among visible minorities, among the European-origin cohort there were suggestions of the reverse relationship, with more successful groups also indicating signs of an enclave society with somewhat closed residential and occupational niches, even among the Canadian-born. It is therefore important to remember that there is both 'good' and 'bad' segregation (cf. Peach 1996) . Enclave formation need not be associated with below average economic outcomes, nor even with immigrant populations. Multiculturalism rather than assimilation may also continue for successful minorities beyond the first generation.
An important caveat then becomes whether such ethno-cultural closure is also associated with exclusionary practices in the residential or labour market.
Exclusionary behaviour against newcomers by established groups, though identified long ago by Max Weber, and documented by Roger Waldinger (1996) This energetic involvement in the labour market by visible minorities influences also relative rates of households that fall beneath the low-income threshold. Despite an incidence of low income twice as high as the level for the whole population in the first decade of settlement, after more than ten years' residence the rate of low income households among visible minorities fell beneath both the overall rate and the rate for European-origin immigrants. This performance is consolidated in the second and subsequent generations.
The effects of this shift to a household focus are revealed in Figure 2 , comparing personal and household incomes for immigrants landing before 1981 in the 21 ethnic categories (Ley 1999 A final point to emphasize is the evolution toward a meritocratic society To return then to the conceptual questions with which we began: do assimilation, multiculturalism or integration best account for the empirical characteristics of immigrants in Vancouver in 1991? At the most general level the data show a progressive convergence of European and non-European origin minorities, more complete for some variables and some minorities than for others.
Ethnic in-marriage has demonstrated more lasting power, and for visible minorities, so have residential concentration, occupational segmentation, and home use of the mother tongue, which appear to be associated with economic penalties, in Vancouver as elsewhere (Burnley 1998; Clark 1998 Figures to follow
